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MEMORANDUM rOR THE RECORD 

SUBJECT: Conference at the Department of Justice 

PRESENT: For the Department: Mr. Murray, Chief, criminal Division 

Mr. yhearty. Deputy Chief of Criminal 
Division 

Itr. Lowther. Attorney in Charge of the 


For CTA: 


STATOTHR 

Mr. Dulles, Deputy Director of 
Central Intelligence 

Mr. Becker, Deputy Dire ct or/l nt elligence 


1. Mr. Murray inquired of Mr. Lowther as to the nature of the 

testimony he desired Mr. Lowther explained STATOTHR 

that he had a problen^^stSilehin^^^^urisdiction of the Agency 
to which the report had been given, both under Count I and Count II. 

Under Count 1, he had to establish the jurisdiction of CIA. This had 
been held to be a matter of law, but he also desired to make proof of 
Ui^fact. On this point, he desired to call the CIA representatives 
f^miand ask them whether or not it was a part of their duty to 
collect foreign intelligence information and w hether or not t hey were 
performing this duty when receiving the report In the STATOTHR 

alternative, Lowther could establish these facts by interrogating a 
repres enta live of CIA’s Washington Office to the same effect* 

2. Under Count II, Lowther indicated that the FBI has statutory 
authority, of the broadest kind, to investigate whether or not a crime 
under U. S. law has been committed. Under this Count he wanted tc show 
that the crime being investigated was, first, the giving of a false 
report to CIA (under section 1001 of Title 10) and, second, leaving 
the u. S. by Latttmore in time of emergency without a valid passport 
(this being made a criminal act by another statutory section). 

3* Hr. Dullos and Mr. Becker indicated that, aside from the 
provisions of the Security Act of 19 U7, the detailed jurisdiction of 
CIA to collect reports of this character was founded upon National 
Security Counsel Intelligence Directives which were classified "Secret. H 
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4 . It w further explained that, entirely apart and aside from 
the classified nature of the Directives upon which CIA’s jurisdiction 
-me based, grave tajuxy would be dealt to CIA’s operations in this field 
by the publicizing of such activities and the appearance of OLA repre- 
sentatives as witnesses. In large measure, CIA’s capability of collecting 
information from haeriean business firms and travelers was dependent ^>on 
bin’s ability to assure its informants that such information was to be 
used only to protect the security interests of the L.S., and for no other 
purpose. CIA’s informants, in general, were not lawyers and, therefore, 
did not clearly distinguish between the giving of false information in 
good faith and the wilful giving of false information* The fact that 
there has already appeared a certain amount of publicity respecting these 
CIA activities, due to leaks of information and the publicity attendant 
upon the Grand Jury proceedings, has made it almost a certainty that tire 
additional and intense publicity attendant upon a trial would be contrary 
to the security interests of CIA and would interfere with the accomplish- 
ment of its mission. It was explained that the relatively limited 
examination on the part of the U. S. 'ttomey would undoubtedly be 
amplified by an examination on the part of the defense attorney* 

5 . The CIA representatives inquired why Mr. Lowther could not 
confine his case to the false report given to the FBI agent tinder Count XI, 

■which did. not require any reference to CIA. Mr. Lowther explained that 
although this might be technically feasible, it would greatly reduce the 
impact of his case upon the jury, 

6. After additional discussion along the same line, Mr, Dulles 
explained that CIA did not regard this esse as having sufficient importance 
to justify the possible damage to the security interests of the U« S, 
inherent in the procedure pro posed by the Department of Justic e. So far 

as CIA. was able to determine , n0 STATOTHR 
rational motive for his action had as yet been uncovered. This dis- 
tinguished the case, in the view of CIA, front such cases as the aoseriberg 
ease, cited by Mr. Whoarty* 

Y. Upon being advised of CIA’s position, Mr, Murray indicated that 
the uepartanent might feel impelled to drop the case, although he did not 
estate that the Department would do so, Mr. Murray i ndicated t hat the 
Department did not consider initiating an offer that receive a STATOTHR 
suspended sentence if he pleaded guilty, although the Department would 
welcome an offer on his part to plead guilty. 


8 * Mr, Murray then re 
question relating to the ■ 
might do so, Lowther indie 
prior to November 16, which had been attended by_ 
Lowther* s present inform ation indicated that this 
STATOTHRbeen attended byl 


STATOTHR 


ested if Lowther might raise & 

| case and Mr. Dulles agreed that he 
, that he was inte rested I n a meeting 

|and others. STATOTHR 
earner raeetingjrad__ 
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